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ANALYSIS OF EUROPEAN PRESS COVERAGE OF
GAITSKILL-KHRUSHCHEV DINNER EPISODE

A survey of the non-British European press following the
London dinner at which British Labor Party leaders angered
Khrushchev with requests for release of Imprisoned Social Demo-
crats suggests that the possibility of a Popular Front alliance
between Communists and Socilalists is cause for alarm among
politicians of all other shades of opinion. Among the Socialists
themselves, opinion while generally opposed to such an alliance,
is less forthrightly expressed in the comments collected by FDD,
However, 1t should be noted that the Socialists firmly rejected
the Communist proposal for a "united front" at both the full
Council meeting of the Socialist International in Zurich and
at a special executive Bureau meeting in London in April,

The 34 newspapers which were examined in this survey in-
cluded publications from: Austria, Belgium, Denmark, Finland,
France, West Germany, Italy, Luxembourg, Norway, Sweden and
Switzerland. They vary in political orientation, expressing
the Communist, Socialist, liberal, conservative, and Iindependent
points of view. Of the 34, 13 are Communist, eight independent,
S1x Socialist or Socialist-oriented, five conservative, and two
liberal. No definitive opinion can be deduced from a survey so
narrowly limited in media and time coverage; however, certain
interesting trends appear,

Of the non-Communist papers, 12 of the 14 which expressed
an opinion used the incident as an opportunity to point out the
fact that there has been no change 1in the "ideological abyss
between Democratic Socialism and dictatorship Communism" (Socigl~

" Demokraten, Copenhagen, 26 April) and to emphasize the brutality

and intransigence of the Communist reply. It is notable, how-
ever, that of these 12 papers, four are conservative, four
independent, and one liberal in orientation. Of the Socialist
or Socialist-oriented papers, only three took a definite stand
against the Popular Front concept. The Paris Franc-Tireur in

an extensive comment stated, "The attitude adopted by Khrushchev
does not bode well for relations between the Communist Party

\ and the Socialist parties of Europe. It even goes so far as

to contradict the Kremlin's reported desire for a rapprochement
between the Communist Party and the non-Communist labor movement
of western Europe." The Social-Demokraten (Copenhagen) treated
the incident in two editorials, one of wnich said, "... the
British Labor Party does not, any more than other Social Demo-
cratic parties, desire party cooperation or joint efforts of
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any kind with the Communist dictatorship parties." The Austrian
Arbeliter-Zeltung, while not commenting specifically on the Popu-
lar Front aspect, gave the story front page treatment under a
headline, "Khrushchev Refuses To Free The Socialists," and
quoted the British press as saying that "Khrushchev, the pleas-
ant teddy bear, was now showing his claws." The other three
Soclalist papers surveyed gave only factual accounts of the
eplsode.

Of the eight independent papers examined, two gave the
story factual treatment (Die Presse, Vienna; Helsingin Sanomat,
Finland); the remaining six carried comments ranging from neu-
tral to strongly anti-Sovlet. In Italy, where a strong Communist
Party has already established a policy of cooperation with the
extreme left-wing Nenni Socialists, both independent papers
surveyed, La Stampa of Turin and Il Corriere della Sera of Milan,
devoted considerable space to combatting the Popular Front policy.
La Stampa in a 26 April article from its special correspondent
Riccardo Aragno, stated that "Knhrushchev's enmity against the
Laborites and hls intransigence 1in the matter of freedom and
human compassion have cost the Soviets, in exchange for 150
political prisoners, a mass of millions of supporters of the
Labor Party and of free thinkers in the entire world." The fol-
lowing day Aragno wrote that Galtskill had agaln urged Soviet
intervention on behalf of the imprisoned Social Democrats and
also had "made 1t clear that any alllance between the Communists
and the Laborites was unthinkable." The influential Il Corriere
della Sera carried a story on 25 April from its special corre-
spondent Domenico Bartoli,which stated that the incident was
significant because it showed the political and moral incompati-
bility between Soclal Democrats and Communists. Next day it
quoted the London Times to the effect that Khrushchev'!s refusal
seemed 1nexpllcable because 1t contradicted the proclaimed desire
of the Soviets to promote the formation of popular fronts.

In France where Communist agitation for a Popular Front may
be expected to increase, the moderate Figaro commented only that
Gaitskill was sti1ll intending to visit the USSR 1f the invitation
was still good, while Le Monde warned that Mollet!s reception in
the USSR was likely to be less warm than he anticipated. 1In
Switzerland where the possibility of a united Front is unlikely,
the Neue Zuercher Zeitung reported the scene in strongly anti-
Soviet terms and stated that it proved to "illusionists of all
parties" the fundamental differences between the Soviet leaders
and respectable persons in Great Britain. In addition, it en-
dorsed the Daily Mail statement that the Soviet reaction cer-
fainly did not promote the people!s front idea.
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Both conservative and liberal papers were overwhelmingly
pro-West and anti-Popular Front. The Oslo Aftenposten wrote
that "between the Socialists of the West and the Moscow Commu-
nists, no ideological bridge was built. They still stand on
opposite sides of an abyss." The conservative Swedish Svenska
Dagbladet described the incident as a "severe setback" Tor those
who are "frenetically propagandizing for a !'Popular Front! in
all countries,”" while the liberal Dagens Nyheter commented
that more than smiles, gestures, and toasts was necessary for
peace and the relaxation of tension. The same attitude was
expressed by two conservative Hamburg papers, Dle Welt and
Das Abendblatt. The latter commented that the effect of the
clash will be to discourage the Labor rebels in the leftist
camp who have advocated closer understanding with Russia.

The 13 Communist papers reviewed gave factual coverage or
none in six cases; the remaining jJjournals devoted themselves to
vilification of the Labor leaders and the British generally.

The Finnish Tyokansan Sanomat in addition carried a Soviet
Information Bureau report from Moscow criticizing the British
Laborites and stating that their action was motivated by a
"desire ... to inspire the opponents of unlted action and united
front in the other western countries."
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Itelian Press Coverage of List of Socisl Democrats Held Prisoners in USSR

A survey of the Italian press (independent La Stampa of Turin,

Communist L'Unita of Rome, independent Il Corriere della Sera of Milan,

and the pro-govermment newspaper Il Giornale d'Italia of Rome) showed

that the matter had been well covered, even if not uniformly, and there
was no editorial comment.

Specifically, L'Unita of 24 April mentioned that Gaiskell had
told B and K, during the dinner tendered them by the Laborites, that
he was ready to hand them a list of Social Democrats held in prison in
the USSR and also in Czechoslovaekia, Rumania, Latvia and Lithuania, and
that Khrushchev had replied a) that no Social Democrats were imprisoned
in the USSR, and b) it was not within his province to comment on what
was going on in other countries. No mention was made of the angry replies
of Khrushchev except that he gave a long speech on the historical problems
of' the development of Sccialism in the USSR and how the USSR looks at
the problem of coexistence. Renato Mieli, special correspondent of L'Unita,
had this to say: "This attitude of the Laborite leaders is undoubtedly
due to their concern as to what effect a raspprochement with the Communist
Party of the USSR might have within the British movement, forcing the
present leaders, sooner or later, to shift to the left of their present
policies, both on the domestic and international scene.'

The 4 May issue simply stated that Eden had refused to confirm or
deny that the list of 200 Social Communists published in the Manchester
Guardian had actually been handed over to the Soviet leaders.
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La Stampa, in its article of 25 April, gave a factual account of
the dinner and on 26 April, it carried the following comment from its
specilal correspondent Riccardo Aragno: "Khrushchev's enmity against the
Laborites and his intransigence in the matter of freedom and human com-
passion have cost the Soviets, in exchange for 150 political prisoners, a
mass of millions of supporters of the Labor Party and of free thinkers in
the entire world." The 27 April article, also by Riccardo Aragno, stated
that during Gaitskell's farewell visit, he again urged Soviet intervention
on behalf of the imprisoned Social Dezmocrats, and also made it clear that
any alliance between the Communists and the Laborites was unthinkable. On
4 May appeared a factuel account of Eden's refusal, in the House of Commons,
to confirm or deny that the list containing about 200 names that had

appeared in the Manchester Guardian, had actuslly been handed over to

the Soviet leaders.

Il Giornale d'Italia of 25 April gives an additional detail of the

Laborite dinner in that Khrushchev, when refusing to accept the list that
Gaitskell wanted to give him, actually hit the ralm of Gaitskell's hand;
and the 27 April article quotes at length from the London Times , Which
stated that B and K visit was worthwhile if for no other reason than
proving to the European Social Democrats the fallacy of informing popular
fronts. A factual account of Eden's statement in House of Commons appeared
in the 4 May issue.

Domenico Bartoli, special correspondent of 1l Corriere della Sers,

stated on 25 April that the clash between Khrushchev and the Laborite

leaders was very significant in that it shows the political and moral in-

compatibility between Social Democrats and Communists. The article of
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26 April quoted the London Times to the effect that Khrushchev's refusal

to do anything about the imprisoned Social Democrats seemed inexplicable
because it is in contradiction to the proclaimed desire of the Soviets to
promote the formation of popular fronts. Finally, the 4 May issue gave a

factual account of Eden's statement in the House of Commons.
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,/() /37 * France
Of the French newspapers covered for reaction to Gaitskell's

request that Social Democrats imprisoned behind the Iron Curtain be

released, only the Communist dailies Le Patriote du Sud-Ouest of

Toulouse and La Marseillaise of Marseille printed no editorial comment

whatsoever.

The only comment of Le Figaro, moderate Paris daily, was to the
effect that despite the incident at the Labor dinner, Gaitskell intends
to follow wp Bulganin's invitation to visit the USSR if the invitation
still stands.

Le Monde's special correspondent Jean Wetz commented in his
report from London, "The repercussions of this controversy could be
felt on a wider scale, and Mollet runs the risk of fnding a less warm
welcome in the USSR than he anticipated.™

Franc-Tireur's comment on the incident was more extensive than the

others: "The attitude adopted by Khrushchev does not bode well for
relations between the Communist Party and the Socialist parties of
BEurope. It even goes so far as to contradict the Kremlin's reported
desire for a rapprochement between the Communist Party and the non-

Communist labor movement of western Europe." Another of Franc-Tireur's

comments emphasized that Khrushchev's ability to get along with Bfitish
conservatives better than with the Labor Party is a possible indica~-
tion of the difficulties which might arise during Mollet's visit to
Moscow,

L'Humanite, Paris Communist daily, deplored the fact that the

Labor Party leaders made not the slightest constructive contribution
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to the conversations, and that since Gaitskell's presentation of the
list had been [ﬁreviously7announced by the press, the whole incident

"appeared to be a maneuver."

L'Humanite went on to criticize the
British Labor Party for being so closely associated with the Soclalist
International and for not clearly defining its position on disarmament
and FEuropean security.

None of the three Communist dailies referred to Eden's refusal to

comment on the Manchester Guardian's report that he had submitted the

list of Socialist prisoners to B and K. Le Monde printed an AFP
dispatch announcing Eden's refusal to admit submitting the list of
prisoners, and on 5 May printed an AP dispatch reporting Pravda's

reference to the New York Herald Tribune's article saying that the

incident had been arranged in New York by the editors of New Leader.

Franc-Tireur printed an AFP dispatch giving Eden's statement of regret

that the list had been published. Le Figaro of 4 May printed an AP
dispatch quoting Pravda's accusation of the Labor Party leaders for
having provoked the quarrel with K with the intention of preventing

a Socialist-Communist front in the world.
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Luxembourg

The only Luxembourg newspaper reviewed, Communist Zeitung,
sought to explain the altercation between the Soviet leaders and
the British Labor Party leaders by saying the growing anti-British
sentiment not only in the Middle East but in all Britain's colcnies
seems to have irritated the British hosts. It stated that the recent
imprisomment of over 100 Cypriot Communists should have prevented
Gaitskell and Bevan from raising the provocatory question about
well-established enemies of the Socialist regime of the USSR and
the democratic republics. Zeitung concluded with the statement that
"the British contented themselves with noilsy utterances in order to
distract from the brutal suppression by the govermment of all

freedom movements in the colonies.”
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Austria

Of the three Austrian newsvaners reviewed, only Socialist

Arbeiter-Zeitung renorted in any detail on the altercation between tne

coviet leacers and the oritish Labor rarty leacers. Indenendent Die
Presse merely publisheo a shiort factual item on the dinner. Communist

Oesterreicnische Volksstirme censured the Rritisnh Labor lescers for

bein; moor hosts ana provoking the Soviet leaders at an affair which

tne latter had honed would immrove relations netween the Socialists and
the Comrinists. Volksstimme furﬁher stated that Gaitskell and his friends
nac earned harsh criticism fror their fellow party menbers and sought te
smooth things over with a "friendship visit'.

Soctialist Arbeiter-Zeitunrs nlayed un the affair with a front-page

barner statiny that "Khrushchev Fefuses To Free The Socialists'; it
renorted on the excnhange with cbvious rlee, quoting tre British nress in
gaving that “Khrushchev, the ~leasant teddy bear, was now snowing his
claws". The account of the banguet was one oi the few front-page

accounte of the visit and the only one with vrominent, banner headlines.,

¥
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Switzerland

Of the two Swiss daily newspaners reviewed, Communist
Vorwaerts practically ignored the exchange between the Soviets leaders
ana the British Labor Party leaders, merel: stating that Khrushchev
"portrayed the Lritish solicy before Worlc ‘lar IT when the British
end I'rench were urging Hitler to attack the USSR and the UCSR conseéuently
was forcec to simm a non-agiression pact with Germany in self cefense!.

Indenendent iNeue Zuercher Zeitun: renortea in some cetail on

Khrushchev's altercetion with the Dritish Labor leacers, statin; that
the visibly cocol recention of the HBritish oublic and the adamant
steadfastress of the hritish government finallycavsed him to show his

true colors. After describine the scene in very sarcastic terms,

reue Zvercher Zeituns concluded by say ng "Knrusnchev finally depsarted
ans left behind a groat stink". ‘he newspaper iarther stzted that

trls event nroved to "illusionists of all parties" the fundamental
difference in values betw: en the Soviet leaders and resvectable persone.
in Great Britain, and quoted = Daily l‘ail statement that this scere

certainly <id not nromote the neonle's froni idea.

i/ 6 by
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Corment on the Juestion of Social

iremocrats Dehind the Iron Curtain

X

Denmark
— /13 by

Covenhagen Social-Demokraten of 26 April editorialized that the

British Labor Party had for several years urged riepotiations on the
nighest goverrmental level with the USSR,

"But", the editorial continued, "it is equally certain that the
Eritish Labor Party dees not, any more than other Soecisl ilemocratic
parties, desire party cooperation or joint efforts of any kind with
tiie Cormunist dictatorship parties. It is anothe: thing that the Farty
wished to avail itself of the on :ortunity for an exchange of views
with the Soviet leaders, which is the reason they were invited to the
aincer",

"Free discuvgsion was the aim, which might furnish an impression of
Khrushchev!s position on various concrete problems. This aim the dinner
fulfilled, although as a social occasion it was a comnlete fiasco, with
bitter and emotional webate taking the place of nolite intercourse',

"When Xhrushchev was asked to cause the release of the many Social
Demoersts in the nrisons and lsbor camns of the Soviet Union and
Fastern urope, his answer was an angry refusal. He sirply denied that
focial !emocrats existed in the IS5R, and said that the satellite states

were -one of his business'l
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"There is no reason to believe that the eventful dinner will
influence the outcome of British.-Soviet negotiations, nor was this
intended by Labor, which in the negotiations see a possibility for
relaxation of tensicns between East and Jest",

"The meeting with the Labor leacers must have beer a bitter
disappointment to Khrushchev. Here he had his first oprortunity to
propagandaize for the Popular Front slogzan of the Soviet Conmunists,
and 8yoiled it all withhis uncompremising and angry 'nyet!'",

"It would, of course, be impossible to bridge the ideological
abyss between lLemocratic Socialism and dictatorship Communism with a
oromise of release of irmrisoned Social Lemocrats. But such a prcmise
could have contributed to a milder atmosphere",

"As a social occasgion, the dinrer was a cemplete tailure, but

with resvect to politics and narties it was very revealing".

In anotner editorial, entitled "“trange Epilogue™, Copenhagen

Social-ierokraten returned to the theme of the Labor Party din er

for Bulganin and Khrushchev and said that it was a: tonishing that
Khrushchev on his return to !loscow from Creat Britain had bitterly
attacked the ritish Labor Party. The editorial continued:

"It is surnrising that Knrusnchev harbored sc much ancer ove: what
hanpened at tne dinner. The sharp interruptions of his sveech are not
hard to understand, since it contained flacrant provocations. ‘nd his
anger at Gaitskell's request corncerning irmorisoned Socialists is equally

difficult to understand. In the tirst nlace he was here afforced an

Approved For Release 1999/08/24 : GIA-RDP78-02771R000100180002-7



Approved For Release 1999/08/24 : CIA-RDP78-02771R000100180002-7

I3

excellent opportunity to disown Stalinist miscarriages of Jjustice, and
in the second rlace he was evidently not similarly annoyed when ZIden,

in the course of his negotiations with the tioviet leaders, handed them
a list of politiczl leacers behind the Iron Curtain, includinc- Social

Lemocrats, Catholic bishons, and Peasant Party leaders".

The ecitorial went on to mention the campaign oif the iloscow vpress
against the British Labor Party, saying, among other things: "Y"what the
Communist orecs has started is a campaign to spnlit the Labor Party
and underrine the cositions of both the Party and Gaitskell. The
ex»lanation for this 1s simple -- lioscow regards Goitskell and his party
as the most important obstacles to the establishment of a world-wide
'vonular front', i.e., a mixture of dictatorship Corrmunism

and Dermocratic Socialisnm”,

Other vanish papers scanned, Berlingske Tidende, Conservative,

and Land og folk, Cormunist, printed only factual reports,

Lorway

0Oslo. Conservative Aftennosten éf 27 April (P edition) carried an
article over the signature 14, dealing with Bulganin and Khrushchev's
visit to Great Britain in general, and seying about the incident in
question in particular: "Long after the reneralities of the comnunigue
have beern forgotten, the clash between Khrushchev and the Labor leaders

at the dinner will be remembered".

e
T fu 1
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"Cetween the Socialists of the i/est and the loscow Communists, no
iceological bridge was built. They still stand on oprosite sides of

an abyss".

Other i.orwegian newspapers scanned, Labor Arbeiderbladet, Oslo,

25 April - L iay; and Friheten, Communist, Oslo, 25 april - 4 .iay,

carried only factual re»orts.

Sweden

Stockholm Conservative ‘venska Dagbladet of 28 /f»ril said in an

editorial:

"Resistance to the new Soviet infiltration technique has not
been limited to the members of the Eritish zovernment., That the
leaders of the Labor narty so clearly demonstrated their own policy
line, and did not hesitate to bring up the question of their varty
corrades who are impriscned or have disanpeared in the countries
benind the Iron Curtaih, must have been felt as a severe setback
by the men who at the present time are frenetically propasandizing
for a 'Ponular Front! in all countries'.

Stockholm Lacens wyheter, Liberal, of 25 Aoril, said, in commenting

editorially on Khrushchev's reply to the question of the Labor leacers
concerning Socialists behind the Iron Curtain:

"There is no reason to be astonished or shocked at Knrushchev's
statement, although it may pe said that in its unconcealed brutality
his reply seemed to be noor psycholory c nsidering his courting of

b
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the Zfritis£7 public. Gaitskell's question probably hit the Soviet
Partv Secretary in suen « sensitive spot that he was unable to conceal
his feelings -- whick was just as well. uventhough the resulsive
courting of iialenkov /by the British 'ublic/ was not repeated, there are
still in and outside Great Britain too msny peovle who are willing

to believe that smiles anc bola gestures, toasts and laughter
recessarily have something to do with peace and relaxation of

tensions",

Other Swecish newspapers rcarned, Stockholm vorgon-Tioningen,

social Temoerat, 25 April - 3 :ay, and Ny Dag, Communist, 25 April -

3 Xay, carried only factual renorts,

5.
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Belglun

The only mention made by Communist Le Lraspeau touge, the only

I'elgian newspaper reviewed, of the altercation between the Soviet
leaders and the _ritisa Lakor narty leaders was made in connection with
the farewell call of a Labor Party delegation on Bulganin and Khrushchev

and their supposed anclogy for the events at the dinmer. ‘the only

statement made by the rewspever about the dinner itselfl was that Gal tskell

a1d several nther Socialist leaders tried to wrovoke bulgsanin and

Khrushchev by raising the question of the Socialists supvosedly imorisoned

in the USsH. The oaper rurther stated that Gaitsizell seems to have
retreated in the face of onposition within his own party vecause at the
end of the farewell interview, he declared that he did rnot submit any

list and stated that the farewell was cordial.

R
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Finnish
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In the Finnish press scarned from 25 to 24, April and 3 to 6 HMay,

delsingin Sanomat, the indenendent finnish daily, carried a factual

renort by its own corresnondent on 25 April on the Labor Party dinner
at which Gaitsiell nresented Knrushchev with the list of Social
isemocrats behind the Iron Curtain. ‘ihe article stated that the act

'da pened soirits but clearen the air®, On 3 lay, lelsingin Sanomat

carried a factual renort sneculating tnat Eder might have Jiscussed
the matter with the Sovist leaders and on iy Hay corried a renort on the
Manchester Guardian story. to eaitorial comment was found on these
incideals.

Suomen Socialidemokraatti, the Social Lemocrat daily, carried a

factual AFP dispatch on the Labor Farty dirner on 25 4pril anc on L .day
cerried a Neuters dispatch on the ranchester Guarcian story. io editorial
corient was found in the period 25-2:i April and 3-6 May,

Iyokansan Sancmat, the Commmnist daily, did not report the Labor

Party dinner incicent but on 27 anril reporteo that the Lsbor Party
leaders, including Gailskell, had visited Khrushchev to apologize for
taeir behavior. The article ‘urther stated that the Labor Party nembers,
vhe nress, and Parliament hac criticized the leaders for their behavior
anu bad judgment in selecting the time and nlace for the aiscussion of

the matter. On L Hay, Tyokansan Sanomat, carvied an SIB (Soviet Information

Zurcau) report from ..oscow criticizing the Lritish Labor Party leaders

for poisoning the air, The article stated that the action was motivated
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by the "desire of the Labor Party leaders to insnire the onwonents of
united action andg united front in the other western countries". On

5 May, Tyokansan Sanomat reported the nress conference which Khrushchev

neld on his return to ioscow., o editorial corment was found on the
natter.

Vapaz “ana, tne nro-Communist daily, on 26 #nril carried a TZeuters
disnatch stating that the Lavor Party was critical of Gaitskell and also
an AFP dispatch renorting that the welepation of Labor Party leaders
had apologized to khrushchev for tneir behavior. On 6 May, Vavaa Sana
carried a Reuters dispatch from London saying that Gaitskell had lost
sunnort in his party for iis action at the dinner. ilo editorial comment

was found on the inciaents.
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tlest German liewspaper ileaction to Khrushchev's Refusal

To liscuss Socialists Imprisoned in the USSR

Harburg, Lie Welt, 25 Apr 56. One paragraph of a long front-page news

report briefly states that K. refused to accent Labour's intervention

desnite Sevan's and Gailtskell's urgent request.

, 20 Apor 56, TFront page news article noints out

several times that, in consequence of XK.'s rebuff of Labour, Labour

nas pecone still more susnicous of the Soviets than the Conservatives are.

s 271 Apr So. A long front paze newr article renorts

in its final varagranh that Gaitskell told newspapermen thetalks with
the itussians had been frank and cordial, even though there continued to
exist a basic difference of opinion between the two parties concerning

the i:orisoned Social-Democrats behind the Iron Curtain.

Hamburg, Hamburger Abendblatt, 24 Apr 56. A news revort entitled "Cool

Recention from Labour" says that Gaitskell's "renuest for the releare of
200 socialists languishing in satellite prisons appears to have found
deaf ears, a fact‘contributing to the spoiling of mood. In spite of
that, Labour circles in particular still cherish some hoves with regard

to the official negotiations".
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Hamburg, Hamburger Abendblatt, 25 inr 56, A second=-nage news article

begins as follows: "Rumors nave it in London tha: Khrushchev nes been
badly unset at the Labour recention for the Soviet cuests. He evidently
aild not forgive Gaitskell's inquiry intc the situation of the irmrisoned
gsocialists inthe satellite couniries. ‘The irritation was noticeable

when the Soviet leaders visiteu ine iiouse of Commons yesterday™.

y 26 Apr 56. A second-nage news article entitled

"rouble with Labour' relates that Gaitskell and 4 other socialists
visited B and K in their hotel, presumably to get straishtened out
with tnem. It foes on to say that a Soviet dinlomat has accused
Gaitskell of abreach of ccnfidence because of the public having been
informec aboul the clzsh betwee~ tne Soviet leaders ana Labour witiout
the lormer heving had an opnortunity for an official claritication of
tieir nosition. the article turther auotes Labour Party secretary
Philliops who said that they simple could net miss this oprortumity of
trrings to do semethins on behalf of their soecialist comrades. Further-
nore, the article noints out that the Uritish conservstives are enraged
about Gaitsxell havinc made such a pid for ~ublicity as to having
avproachea the Soviet leaders outcicde the official discussions with the

orisoner issue, and the article adivces the Laily selegraph criticism of

Griterell's "political coun®. tie article further adds, in heavy nrint,

that the Labour executive interds to suvrit t¢ tie Soviet Lmbassy a list of
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political nrisoners with a request to nhave tiiis list forwarded to the
Soviet authorities. The article concludes its account of this issue
by adding: "The Labour rebels in the leftist camp who reproach the
goverrment for not having dene enoucrh for an understanding with Russia

now are in for a hard tine",

Duesseldorf, Freies Volk (Cowmunist), 25 Anr 56, Emil Carlebach,
svecial London correspondent, reports that he can well imagine how much
~est German newsnapers might make of a so-called "clash! between the
nabour Party and the Soviet leaders, but actually, he continues,
ihrusichev had not wanted to smeak at all at the Labour reception and
wnen he finally yielded to the reneated requests of Labour leaders and
did epeak, he "answered some questions with regard to which differences

of opinions exist between the Sccialists and the Communists'",

» 20 Apr 56, Carelbach reports that he tried to

talk to Labour leaders about the foviets. He got hold of George Brown
and asked him whether tne revorts oi the’"reactionary oress? were

correct according to which Khrushchev had refused to shake lrands with
Brown th the Claridge liotel recenti057. Brown o1y laughed, according
to Carlebach and answered: "I shook hands with both Bulganin and
Khrushcnev and am zlad to have had this opnortunity. FKhrushchev is a
{reat man. Zﬁbte: Brown appears to have said, actually, that Khrushchev
was a "real character" which, in Carlebach's Jerman translation "wirk-

licher Charakter" means, to all German readers, "great man",./

3
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Frankfurt/Main, Prankfurter illgemeine Zeitung, 20 Aor 56. A front-

pare news article noints cut that the disturbance over ¥.'s reaction
at the Labour Yarty dinner continues unabated, and that Philips
announced that the narty had not intendea to submit the list of the
150 irmrisoned socialists, which ne had on his person, during the
dinner, wnilch sugpests, says the article, that tiie list was perhans
to be submitteo after the dinner and would have been submitted if X.
had rot reacted so violently. <The overall i pression of thewiole
incident, the article says, is that the Labour Party is greatly
disappeinted in K. Now the list will have to be swnbitted through

the Soviet Imbassy, it concludes.

L
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French Press Coverage of Khruschev, Bulganin Visit to Great Britain

As expected, L'Humanite, Paris Communist daily, gave the biggest
spread to the visit of Bulganin and Khruschev to Great Britain., Issues
from 18 through 23 April published front-page items with bold headlines.
Special correspondents described the favorable welcome accorded the
Soviet leaders, discussed the agendas of the meetings, and the intinerary
of their trip. An article on 18 April, one pages 1 and 3, for example,
referred to the possibility of trade talks and discussions of the
Near East problem. The only editorial, which was publishgg on 19 April,

page 3, discussed the historic importance of the trip an§f§§fect on
France.

Frahc-Tireur, Paris Leftist daily, published articles by special
correspondent Pierre Narbomne describing the progress of the talks,
but treating the visit with some sarcasm. (Papers from 18 to 21/22
April). Most articles were approximately two columns in length,

Le Monde, Paris neutralist daily, of 18-22/23 April printed only
one editorial (devoted mainly to Near East question) intimating that
Britain, although not enthusiastic about the visit,did-not want to
be responsible for renewing the cold war, Articles by special
correspondent Jean Wetz were published im almost every issue, and
several AFP and UP dispatches were published. Articles by Wetz were
mostly factural with little commentary.

La Marseillaise, Marseille Communist daily, from 18 to 22 April

used bold headlines to introduce articles by special correspondent
Daniel Biegel. Several articles dwelt on "favorable atmosphere"” in

London and the enthusiastic welcome accorded the Soviet leaders by the

English people.
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Le Figaro, Paris moderate daily,'published factual news reports
in every issue from 18 to 23 April, An article on 20 April suggests
that there is considerable strain between the Soviet and British

diplomats.

Le Patriote du Sud-Ouest, Toulouse Communist daily, featured

front-page news articles which emphasized the enthusiastic welcome
accorded the Soviet leaders in London. Issues from 18 to 21 April

dwelt on the cordial atmosphere prevailing during the talks.
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Lpaly

The visit of the Soviet leaders to Great Britain was well covered
by the Italian press ( L'Unita , Rome Communist daily, 19 amd 20 April;
La Stampa, six-times weekly liberal independent newspaper from Turin,
19-2L April; and Il Giornale d'Italia, fome pro-government independent
newspaper , 19 and 20 4pril) weyljishdemowgses, particularly by L'Unita
and La Stampa, with aboutm half of the front page devoted to the
visit, Both papers hlso carried large photographs of the leaders being

welcomed by Eden and Belwyn Lloyd., % Il Giornale d'Itelia, on the other

hadd, carried a small article on page 6 in its 19 April issue, =nd on
20 Appil carried an equally short article on the front page , but with
nof photographs,

The main difference in the coverage of the visit in these three
newspapers is that, while L'Unita speaks of the®"warm welcome" extended
the Soviet leaders, La Stampa and Il Giornale d'Italia keep emphasizing
the reserve and lack of enthusiazmm on the part of British crowds,

Only two editorials appeared during the period GWer study; the
19 April issue of L'Unita asserted that this visit will do much to bridge
the gulf between the éwo countries that developed 10 years ago as an

aftgrmath of the famous speech by Churchill in l"ulton, Missouré, when he
6oined the slogan "iron curtdin.wpn editorial by Ferdinando Vegas in the

19 4pril issue of Ls Stampa mewmmblermn warned that this visit is simply
another maneuver of the Soviet leaders to accomplish their ultimate goal

which apparently the cold war, started by Stalih, has fiiled to reach,
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Switzerland

Neue Zuercher Zeitung, independent Swiss newspeper, on 18-19

April published numerous detached and mildly sarcastic articles on
the Bulganin-Xhrushcrev visit to Great Britain in its three daily
editions, It emphasized that thegi were no enthusiastic, applauding
crowds to welcome the Soviet leaders, and most everywhere they went,

they were mainly observed by silent Britains. !eue Tuercher Zeitung

compared this visit with that of reter the ireat in 1698 when he visited
Britain incognito to learn British shin-building secrets, but emphasized
that today the Red flag is larger than the hritish, and the Red air force
not only stronger but alsc more modern.

No other Swiss newspaper were available,
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West Germany

West German reaction to the Bulganin-Khrushchev visit in England

An editorial by Heing Hoepfl entitled "The Russians Are Coming" on the
first page of the 18 April issue of Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung, covering
a third of the page, predicts that these are going to be difficult days for Eden,
since the Soviets hold all the trumps with regard to Near Eastern problems which
are of vital interest to the British., Hoepfl also evaluates the significance
of the visit to the problem of German reunification and points out that it
should not be forgotten that it is not a vital British problem, however much

Eden may be in favor of it.

No other papers from West Germany for period from 18 April available.
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Belgium

Comrnunist le Drepeau Rouge, the only Belgian newspaper available,

on 18-19 April published lengthy and very detailed accounts of the
arrival of 3ulganin and Khrushchev in Great Britain. The 19 April
issue carried nictures of the Soviet leaders and described their every
rove from the time of their arrival at Tortsmouth to their welcome
bty £den in London. Brief mention of the previous disturbances was

made, but 1e Drapeau Rouze stated thal lMalenkov's very successful visit

rno doubt broke tre ice for a warm welcome for Bulganin and ¥hrushchev.
fel . N .
“ention was made that crys of "long Tive Peace" and "Je Fought Side by Side"

were heard from the welcoming crowd.
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The Netherlands

Visit of Khrushchev and Bulganin to Great Britain

The Amsterdam Communist daily De Waarheid of 18 April, in a lengthy
article on the arrival of Khrushchev and Bulganin in Great Britain, stated
that it is generally expected that the visit of the two Soviet offiecials will
result in closer cooperation between the USSR and Great Britain concerning
the Germen problem, disarmament, and trade. This expectation has been ex-
pressed by "the British men in the street," the foreign correspondents in

Great Britain, and the British newspapers, the paper continued.
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Of the date span 18 April to the present, the Finnish newspapers for 18 April
only were availabEE: Of the six daily newspapers scanned for 18 April, Helsingin
Sanomat, the independent newspaper, carried greater coverage on the visit than any
other paper. Helsingin Sanomat carried four UP dispatches from London dated 17
April on the arrangements and events leading to the visit and also one long article

from London by its own correspondent there discussing the hope that the visit would

result in the relaxation of world tensions atating that the feeling in London was
thatéza;ﬁguldyinvolve more than "smiles, gifts, and patting children on the head",
Iyokansan Sanomat, the Communsit organ, carried only an AFP dispatch of 17 April

from London. Vapaa Sana, the pro-CommuniiTt paper, mentioned nothing about the visit.

Suomen Sosialidemokraatti, the Socisl Democrat“baper, carried the AFP dispatch of

17 April from London, and also a quote from Kauppalahti saying that time would &
determine the success and purpose of the visit, Maakansa, the Agrarisn paper,
carried a Reuters dispatch of 17 April from London and an RB dispatch from
Copenhagen duscussing security measures and the trip, respectively, Uusi Suomi
carried two Reuters dispatches on the visit, the one from London discussing security
measures and the one from Moscow discussing Khrué#chev's birthday enroute, and also
an article stexting there was hope for peace and quoted various British newspapers
showing their attitude of hope,
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Norway

Oslo Conservative daily Aftenvosten printed in its 17 April PM edition a
deppatch from its London Correspondent stating, among other things,that
the British are looking forward to the visit with mixed feelings, that
church eircles are protesting against the visit, and that in the eyes
of the Bpitish peorle the anti-Stalin campalign places the Soviets in
anything but a favorable light, Subsequent issues of hoth the AM and

M

editions published factual articles

on the visit up through 23 April which was lagt date available, Most

articles were nrominently featured on front nage with nictures. The /‘V s

London correspondent, in the 19 April AM edition of Aftenposten noted

Xt vdith interest that Bulganin played"first fiddle" of the itwo, and

that he was the first to extend greetingsg Krushchev n»lgred a more nassive

role, The Rxrbm¥oortietwsrcemim 19 April AM edition also emvhasized

the frielldly start of the meetings, whide the 20 April MM edition noted

E@en's attenpt to set a tone for the conferenced by asking the guests

whether 'bhey intended to negotiate in all seriousness, Aftennosten devoted

much space in its factual articles to security measures taken by British police.
The only editorial in the span of Aftennosten examined was a leading

article in the 21 April AM edition which concluded that it would be

unreslistic to expect any news of rapprocﬁnent on the German problem to

come of the meeting. The editoria_tl X R EERmecinagst was entitled

"The London mee‘!;ing and Germany" sxx@
Oslo Labor Baper, Arbeiderbladet, in its issues from 18-to 22 Aoril
gave only AP despatches from Londone Noeditorial commente

Communist Friheten, from 18 to 22 April carried only Reuter despatches.
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Dennaiek

No papers for period from 18 April on, available,
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Luxemboqu

The only Luxembourg newspaper available, Communist Zeitung
of 18 and 19 April, spoke glowingly of Bulganin and Khrushchev's
welcome in Great Britain. Banner headlines introduced articles which
spoke hopefully of an end to the cold war™ich even Fritish newspapers,
which are hostile to an international detente, had to admit was practically
taking place.," The remainder of the articles was a factual ac€ount
of the welcbming ceremonies and trip from Portsmouth to London with only
a brief mention of the disturbances (defacing of the Karl Marx statue
ard bombing attempt on t.e Tass office) prior to the arrival ol the

Soviet dignitaries.
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” Sweden, Austria
Stockholm Communist daily paper, Ny Dag, only, available for svan.
Carried “actual articles only with no editorial comment.

No Austrian press sxxikhhlm available for spane

~ / Z_ -
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